R*R* X # 

Ont., Canada # 
Fab, 1st,. 1068* 



Deer Sir* ^ 

Please excuse the d el a y In writing you before you went to 
Chicago, However I did not receive your letter lint 11 Jan 27th, 
and by that time we were Just getting Involved in our second ice 
and freezing rain storm of- the month. That meant that there was no 
postal service. out here in the country until Jan 31st. I realized 
therefore that you would not get my letter until after you had left 
for Chicago* You must tell me about your trip* 

About the only thing that you could possibly have asked about 
Similar pbv.mA} other than the photo’s, was for any physical description 
anyone could have provided of Slmllas. This I believe could have 
been helpful to me. I do not know if you have my latest letter to 
Sprague b but I feel that there were soma interesting developments 
about which you would be interested. I realize that you are no 
longer handling the photographic end of the assassination indetail, 
however these new developments have more to do about and withe the 
FBI’s handling of this case. 

When I realized that I would not be allowed by Similes to see 
and s tudy any Iff his photo’s I decided to try the next best sources 
the other people who had seen the Sindlas photo’s, namely COLIN 
DAVIES , KENNETH G. ARMSTRONG, and ALBERT FLOCK. Armstrong, former 
editor of LIBERTY magazine, had moved and now has an unlisted phene 
number whifch I have not been able to procure, 

I was able to contact Albert Flock, former Art Director for 
LIBERTY magazine. Flock said he remembered well the Simllas 
Interviews and article. When I asked hlnabout the photo’s he said 
that the ones SImilas said he would send with the two men in the 
window with the gun never materialized. They sifted through the 
LIBERTY mail after the closing of +-he magazine, but the photo’s 
never appeared. He did reaffirm what was mentioned in the Kerne th 
Armstrong interview, that Similes did give ’■hen some p v oto’s, either 1 
3 or 4. He also said that one of the photo’s did show the T t BD and 
other buildings and that although some of the'"”5’ackground was blurred, 
discernible shapes appeared in various windows! He explained that 
they ran the article because at the time it was topical. He said 
he did not know a great deal about the subject but was sure that 
one of the photo’s showed the TS3D and he believed in another 
Connally and Kennedy could be seen. 

Flock confirmed LIBERTY going out of business and therefore the 
second Installment in the August issue never came out. The 
manuscript of v be second installment had been prepared and was ready 
to go to print. When I told him I had a copy of the second 
Inst ailment (pr l n’-ed by you In PHOTOGRAPHIC WHITEWASH) he expressed 
amazement! When I asked why, he explained. When it was learned that 
the August issue of LIBERTY would not be printed, he, as Art Director 
was responsible for th© dismantling of the issue so that It would 
not be set in print unnecessarily or prematurely. 
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When he and ^5^aw»d' ' 

SImilaa ma 5J u ®®^ p J i !j? aa had previously given themU He explained 

.S5 ti £&•*»* -.wg 

K.rS'h””^ L S ! «1?V «OT ..*.«*. manuscript! Ho, r.mlnlac.nt 

WITSWASH one finds tl ‘ t 'J*'”’? 2 f . tncTD.Thosa are undoubtedly 
J^iS.'SW^I'siSui photo' a*,are □ The oeptlon ,1th the 
photo spaces ares 

St— similes speaks with Jack Ruby, convicted murderer of Lee Harvey 
^::^S a iuU.K^ n =«r^». i«»- on dying huaband aa FBI agent 

Tex. a Goeernop John Connelly aeoonda before 

D .-;^r5u^n s ^ »atpipp.r;in fci- Prti^> 

TO me ploture^C- oould^ 1.™*.*** 

the one In whi oh Plock saw the T vouwill remember that Plock said 
also show Connally and Kennedy. You will re ™ # Algo if siml i ag 

he. saw Kennedy and ^° nna iJ;A^ tur8 1 s a conclusion Ofl which I 
appears in one of Wi ! ±1 lloklntflrthsr into this), 
am almost positively sure C p ? . could have taken a picture 

then his position is one -^^^brSFround. It is from this 

of the motorcade with th ® _ t _ nt fi3 there are shapes in the 

point that the photo ^^^ex^ulldihg may show. The photo’s were 

in 0ct^°1964 «TpHOTOGR 1 PHIC g ^^^^^ ag bington .^They^ should h.avf 

rr^ii th n the a maL script In the t^Ar chi te ft o' the spot 

Sprague also and inferred th . OV0 fruitful « as well as 

per^apa^naations^pu^to^ahmar concerning *ha condition of ,h. 
Tr0nU Alao P picure iB»'ooirAo «h. on. I Ln »h aaid haj" 

the roar end ' “ t^the Altgena^bto. whsn * * 3kBd no,( ' ,k “S 0 ’'* 

thla U ho , ’.aaurirme that the? .ere using Slmil.s's photo's and 
ci^_prf3.Rs * s plnoto * s only • 

I have left my encounter 

blunt about it and cone r g _ ^ « a „ les do esn't exist as a reporter 
even existl That is to s y ^ 'other Toronto newspaper. Davies 

photographer for the .. - on hla re turn to Toronto. He 

was the first person to f«® S ;^-l^ 3 ° and initiated the "loss" of the 
also saw all of the S_n_- P ^ nen appeared in a window 

vitally important negatives in *^° ed % he Telegram and asked to be 
of the TSBD with a gun. WTJen I p ^ e awl tchboard operator transferred 
put ln touch with Colin Davies, the that they kept the coords 

3 P^™ -"bar,. Whan I axplainad 



to the Personnel Dept . whom I wished to contact they checked their 
records and found that they had no record at all of a Colin Davies 
either as a reporter or a photographer, I told them that they must 
have made a mistake. However they rechecked their records back 
to 1875 and confirmed their previous statement, no record of Colin 
Davies. Playing a hunch, I phoned th3 Payroll Pept. However the 
results were the same, no record or payroll account for Colin Davies. 
I then dicided to check with the two other Toronto papers, the 
Toronto Star and the Globe and Mail. If Davies was a reporter or 
photographer X thought that' he may have been a former or present 
employee of either on of the papers. The results were the same in 
both instances, no record of a Colin Davies. In fact the na n a t 
the Star said he knew most of the reporters and photogrpaher s In 
town but that Colin Davies rang no bell. ^ .. m , 

I think this explains why no answer to my letters at the TeJs gram 
Davies never existed. The first time the Telegram Interviewed ■similes 
was probably on Nov. S4th, Sunday, resulting in the story appearing 
in the Monday edition concerning his visit to Ruby's bar. Davies 
was sent by someone, presumably the FBI, to see what Similas had. 

This would explain why there was no story on Slmllas in Tely wl.h 
his photo's. The Tely couldn't run a story like this because they 
were instructed not to and besides they did not have Slmllas 's neg- 
atives then nor at any other time. 

I am presently In the process of completing more on my 
Exhibit on the vehicles. I will send It, along witlv the copy of 
the NY TIMES story you wanted, soon. In fact probably next week. 

I heard back from Ray Marcus, but he did not have a spare 
copy of his map he could send ms. Perhaps -you could send me a copy 

of iteml In the NY Times for Jan 7th, 1968, there was 

an articles entitled "Arrests for Threats to the President Up Sharply 
Since the Assassination.” This is on pg. 59. In this article - s 
revealed that "even an Idle, offhand remark can make a person subject 
to i;he statutes maximum penalty of five years in prison and a $1,000 
fine." The article goes on to explain some exp4ple3 of those who 
had been arrested over the last year. In almost every case, tha 
person who was arrested made a remark against Johnson. These 
remarks were, in my opinion, of a less serious nature than those 
attributed to David Ferrie {hife "colloquial expre s9ion|* ) against 
John Kennedy. Also the remarks made by the men of the False 
story to Sylvia Odio regarding how easy it would be to kill Kennedy. 

I can also send you a copy of this article If you want. 

Tfell I must close as It is getting late. I will wri .e ana 
send you these things next week. 



Respectfully 
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